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Minutes: Minutes of the May 23. May 2), May 30. and June I, 1989 meetings will be
distributed.

II.

Communication(s)/ Announcement(s):

III.

Reports:
A.
President
B.
Academic Affairs Office
C.
Statewide Senators

IV .

Consent Agenda:
Curriculum proposals and minors (undebated as first reading items at the
May 30/June 1 meetings).

V.

Business Item(s):
Page Numbers referenced are from the May 30. 1989 agenda.
1.
Resolution on Department Name Change for the Agricultural Management
Department-Davis, Head, Second Reading (pp. 20-25).
Curriculum Proposals (debated and/or tabled during first reading at the
2
May 30/June 1 meetings)-Bailey, Chair of the Curriculum Committee, Second
Readings:
SAGR
(pp. 26-56)
SAED
(pp. 57-73)
SBUS
(pp. 74-84)
SENG
(pp. 85-107)
(pp. 108-142)
SLA
SPSE
(pp. 143-171)
SSM
(pp. 172-204)
3.
Curriculum Proposals-minors (debated or tabled during first reading at the
June 1 meeting)-Bailey, Chair of the Curriculum Committee, Second Reading
(pp. 207-215).
4.
Resolution on Department Name Change: Computer Science Department
Connely, Chair of the Computer Science Curriculum Committee, Second
Reading (to be distributed).
5.
Resolution on Department Name Change for the EL/ EE Engineering
Department-Harris, Head, Second Reading (pp. 16-19) .
IF SECOND READING ITEMS ARE NOT CONCLUDED ON JUNE 6. AN ADDITIONAL SENATE
MEETING wILL BE SCHEDULED FOR THURSDAy JUNE 8 1989 3-SPM IN uu 220.
I

I

I

PLEASE BRING YOUR AGENDA FROM THE MAY 30. 1989 MEETING.
IN ADDITION. PLEASE BRING YOUR 1988-1990 CATALOGS TO THE JUNE 6
(JUNE 8) MEETING(S). THANK YOU.

VI.

Discussion Item(s) :

VII.

Adjournment: time certain 4:55pm

~

This form was not included in the curriculum package which you have for the
School of Liberal Arts. The course was approved by both the Senate Curriculum
Committee and the GE&B Committee.
GafmAL mucATION AHD BREAD1H PROPOSAL

1.

PROPOSal'S NAME

Larry Houlgate

2.

PROPOSal'S DEPT.

Philosophy

3.

SUII1ITIID FOR AREA (include section, and subsection if applicable)

llf.

C.3
COURSE PREFIX, Nli4Bal, TITLE, UNITS, DFSCRIPTION, ETC. (use catalog t'onnat)

PHIL 334 Philosophy of Law (3): Normative and analytic questions about law.
The nature of law and legal systems. The justification of law. The
moral obligation to obey the law. The nature and justification of
punishment. Guilt and legal responsibility. Prerequisite: PHIL 230 or 231

5.

SUOC<lfliTIEE R&:a+100ATION AND RauRKS

This is a new course; approved (to be crosslisted with POLS 334)
Justification: only two sections of this course will be offerred each year;
concern over conflict with POLS 310 resolved by having the
two courses crosslisted with necessary content revisions to
POLS 310.

16.

GE & B CCHHTTEE R&;a-tHFM>ATICil AHD REMARKS

Approval recommended with crosslisting to POLS 310.
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RESOLUTION ON DEPARTMENT NAME CHANGE:
COMPUTER SCIENCE DEPARTMENT

RESOLVED:

That the "Computer Science Department" be changed to "Computer Science
and Engineering Department."

Proposed By:
Computer Science Department
January 31.1989
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From

Malcolm W. Wilson
Vice President for Academic Affairs

Subject:

PROPOSED DEPARTMENTAL NAME CHANGE FOR THE
COMPUTER SCIENCE DEPARTMENT

January 31, 1989

William Rife
Peter Lee
Roger Camp

Attached is a copy of a memorandum from the Computer Science Department dated
January 24, 1989 requesting that the name of their department be changed to
the "Computer Science and Engineering Department." I would appreciate the
Senate reviewing this request and forwarding a recommendation to me. A
response prior to the end of the Winter Quarter would be appreciated.
Attachment
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From:
Joh!fB. Connely, Chair
If
Computer Science Dept. Curriculum Committee
Subject:

~~

REQUEST FOR DEPARTMENTAL NAME CHANGE

Pursuant to Dr. William Rife's memo of October 22, 1988, (see attachment #1 ),
we are formally requesting that the name of the Computer Science Department
be changed to the Computer Science and Engineering Department.
The desired change was initially proposed at our Fall Department Retreat. It
was later discussed in some detail with Dean Lee. Finally it was unanimously
approved by the Computer Science Faculty.
Dr. Lois Brady of our faculty was asked to prepare a statement encapsulating
the various reasons given in support of the requested name change. Her
statement is appended as attachment #2.
If this request is approved, the Department would wish to begin using the new
name during the current catalog cycle.

.~~

Attachment 1

State of California

CAL PoLY

Memorandum
To

John B. Connely
Computer Science Department
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CA 93407
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Date

File No.:

Copies :
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From

William Rife{)'
Interim Associate Vice President
for Academic Programs (x2246)

Subject:

Changing the Name of the Computer Science Department

October 20. 1988

R. Camp
P. Lee
M. W. Wilson

You asked me what steps you needed to take to change the name of your
department to Computer Science and Engineering. besides including the change
in your package of catalog revisions.
I asked Malcolm Wilson.
Halcolm asks that you write a memo to him from or through Roger Camp and
through Peter Lee. asking for the change; be foresees no problem in approving
it. You could then use the new name before it appeared in the 1990-92
catalog ..

Attachment 2

COMPUTER SCIENCE and ENGINEERING- why?
The meaning of the terms
The American Heritage Dictionary 1 gives the following definitions:
science- The observation, identification, description, experimental investigation and
theoretical explanation of phenomena.
engineering- The application of scientific principles to practical ends as the
design, construction, and operation of efficient and economical
structures, equipment and systems.
Surely in this department we teach both science and engineering. Indeed it is the strong
tradition of Cal Poly that we include the latter. Thus it would reflect more accurately
what we do here to be named the Department of Computer Science and Engineering.

The recent history of the department
In 1984 the Computer Science Department joined the School of Engineering. Subsequently
a degree program in Computer Engineering jointly coordinated by the adminstrative
officers of the Departments of CSc and EL/EE was established. Ours is presently the only
department in the School of Engineering without the designation "Engine~ring" in its
name. Since we are in the School of Engineering, teach courses with an engineering
flavor and jointly administer a program in Computer Engineering, it is fitting that this be
reflected in our name.
The desigmition of professional societies
The IEEE Computer Society has proposed a "Model Program in Computer Science and
Engineerin!f." much of which is taught in this department. Thus it seems appropriate to
designate our department in this way.
The most recent joint report of the ACM and IEEE Computer Society 3 on employment of
Ph.D.s for the first time includes departments offering degrees in Computer Engineering
as well as Computer Science. The intention to integrate the figures for both degrees in the
future is stated.

Perception of others and its potential effect
Faculty report that industry perceives our students as having skills which are appropriately
called "Computer Science and Engineering". The new name would alert potential
employ~rs to this before hiring our students. This could be beneficial to our graduates as
well as employers.

'The American Heritage Dictionary of the English Language; Houghton Mifflin Co;
Boston
2

3

IEEE Computer Society order number 932; December 1983

The 1986-87 Taulbee Survey; in CACM; August 1988

Students who think of themselves as more interested in applications than in science may
·:

be more inclined to apply to a department of "Computer Science and Engineering." This

could help provide a larger applicant ·pool.
There are several institutions which have departments named "Computer Science and
Engineering". Cal Poly with its strong tradition of applying knowledge and skill and the
precedent of having computer science in the School of Engineering has strong reasons for
joining their ranks.

This form was not included in the curriculum package which you have for the
School of Liberal Arts. The course was approved by both the Senate Curriculum
Committee and the GE&B Committee.
GaimAL EDUCATION AND BREAD11f PROPOSAL
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2.

PROPOSm 'S NAME

Larry Houlgate

PROPOSm' S DEPT.

Philosophy

3.

SU£14ITIED FOR AREA (include section, and subsection if applicable)

111.

C.3
COURSE PREli'IX, Nli1Bfli, TITLE, UNITS,
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PHIL 334 Philosophy of Law (3): Normative and analytic questions about law.
The nature of law and legal systems. The justification of law. The
moral obligation to obey the law. The nature and justification of
punishment. Guilt and legal responsibility. Prerequisite: PHIL 230 or 231

5.

SUOCCH1ITIEE RIDl+fmiDATION AND RFMA.RKS

This is a new course; approved (to be crosslisted with POLS 334)
Justification: only two sections of this course will be offerred each year;
concern over conflict with POLS 310 resolved by having the
two courses crosslisted with necessary content revisions to
POLS 310.

10.

GE & B ~ITIEE REX;<JotHOOATION AHD REMARKS

Approval recommended with crosslisting to POLS 310.

7.

ACAD~IC

SB4ATE

R~OOATION

TO:

Members of the Academic Senate

FROM: James Conway, Chair of the Speech Communication Department Curriculum
Committee, and Susan Duffy
SUBJECT:

The proposed SPC 360, Mass Media Criticism course

The Controversy over the proposed course in Mass Media Criticism
The central controversy rests on the Journalism Department's allegations that
the Media Criticism course duplicates what is taught in their courses on
various levels. The Speech Communication Department maintains that this is not
true and that every effort has been made to accomodate Journalism's perceived
fears about disciplinary encroachment. Since Fall 1988, there have been
several meetings initiated by the Speech Communication department between their
faculty and faculty in Journalism, in an effort to develop the course
cooperatively. This has not been successful. For a more detailed discussion
of the history of these discussions please see the "History" section at the end
of this report. The history of the deliberations is important in that it
proves that a good faith effort was made by the Speech Communication Department
to ensure that there would be no duplication of effort or content.
The Course
SPC 360X Media Criticism was offered Spring quarter, 1989. There are twenty
four students in the class, many of whom have taken courses in the Journalism
department.
Throughout the quarter they have assured the professor, Susan
Duffy, that there is not duplication of content in media criticism with courses
they have taken in the Journalism department. One Journalism major, who has
taken ten courses in that department, wrote a letter to Dr. Zeuschner,
providing solid testimony that the media criticism class does not duplicate
content, perspective or approach taken in the journalism courses.
Duffy has
asked at the beginning and end of each section of material "Have any of you
covered any of this material in any journalism courses?" The answer has always
been "no."
The books used in this course clearly represent authors in the field of Speech
Communication and Communication Studies. The texts used this quarter were:
Eloquence in an Electronic Age: The Transformation of Political Speechmaking by
Kathleen Jamieson, former chair of Speech Communication at the University of
Texas at Austin, now Dean of the Annenberg School of Communication; Amusing
Ourselves to Death: Public Discourse in the Age of Show Business by Neil
Postman, Professor of Communication Arts and Sciences at New York University.
and a reader, Television: A Critical View edited by Horace Newcomb, a leading
mass media critic and theorist, who also teaches at the Annenberg School and
who is on the editorial board of Critical Studies in Mass Communication, a
publication of the Speech Communication Association. The reader was selected
because it contains many articles by individuals in the field of speech
communication. Lectures have focused on the transformation of political
speechmaking because of the media and the shift from argument to image, and the
trivialization of discourse in modern society because of the media--two topics
not addressed readily by journalism departments. Supplemental studies that
have been discussed focused on non-empirical analysis of the media and their
effect on various segments of society. The main focus of the lectures and
subsequent discussions has been on television rather than print.
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The Issue
Though we are sensitive to Journalism's perception that their field of study is
being encroached upon, truly, this is not the case. The Academic Senate must
come to realize that media studies is an area that is multi-disciplinary and
cross disciplinary. The media are not governed by a single disciplinary
perspective--that of journalism. If this were so, journalists would have to
discount the many valuable studies done by professionals in psychology,
sociology, women's studies, history, political science and in other fields who
have legitimate pedagogical and research interests in the media. Researchers
and analysts in the discipline of Speech Communication have investigated the
role of the media in society since the 1960s and have contributed
groundbreaking scholarship in this area. The national scholarly journal in
media criticism, CRITICAL STUDIES IN MASS COMMUNICATION has been published by
the Speech Communication Association since 1983. Articles on various aspects
of the media appear regularly in other Speech Communication sponsored journals
such as Communication Quarterly, Communication Monographs and Quarterly Journal
of Speech. Our monthly professional newsletter, SPECTRA, regularly carries job
advertisements seeking individuals trained in Speech Communication for
positions in journalism departments.
The Department of Speech Communication had hoped that the proposal for this
course would be met with support and cooperation by the Journalism department.
It was not. We feel that the burden of proof is on Journalism to demonstrate
that they are, in fact, teaching what we teach in this course, at the same
level, depth, and from the same perspective. They have not been able to do
so. Unfortunately, what has emerged is an attitude of "turf protection" which
should not be dignified by the Academic Senate. We sincerely hope that the
Academic Senate will support the proposed course in Mass Media Criticism as
presented by the Speech Communcation Department.
History
The Speech Communication department had approval in 1986 at the school and
university level to hire new faculty to develop the area of media studies from
their disciplinary perspective. In 1987 advertisements went out, interviews
were conducted and in the Spring of 1988 faculty were hired in Speech
Communication to develop courses in this area. It should be noted that
Journalism faculty were invited to participate in the interviews of prospective
faculty members in the Spring of 1988 but declined to do so. This invitation
was extended at a joint meeting of Speech Communication and Journalism faculty
in early Winter 1988. Journalism knew that Speech Communication had approval
to hire new faculty to develop courses in the area of media studies. The
course in media criticism, now before the Academic Senate, was proposed in a
cooperative spirit to serve the needs of students within our department of
Speech Communication, and also to serve the needs of students across the
campus.
In Fall 1988, the curriculum committee and interested faculty of Speech
Communication asked to meet with Journalism faculty to discuss plans for
proposed courses in Media Criticism and Media Effects, and also to offer to
Journalism the option of dual listing the courses in their department. In
October of 1988 three meetings were held with Speech Communication and
Journalism faculty to discuss the course proposals and to ensure that there was
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no duplication of course content. Journalism alleged that material covered in
the Media Criticism course was material that they covered in their courses.
Speech Communication faculty, though convinced that they were covering
different material, changed the texts that would be required for the proposed
Media Criticism course and significantly changed the syllabus to ensure that
there would be no duplication of effort. Journalism persisted in their
allegation that they covered the same material in many of their courses, some
at the 100 level. However, they did not produce syllabi, tests, or other
evidence that demonstrated that they were covering the material that Media
Criticism proposed to cover.
Every effort was made to accomodate Journalism
in their criticism that there was duplication of content. The proposed
changes, along with offers of dual listing of the courses, were met with
rejection on their part.
After three meetings with faculty from the Journalism department we arrived at
a stalemate and Speech Communication proceeded with its course proposal
convinced that the SPC 360, Mass Media Criticism course, was significantly
different in content, perspective and approach from other courses offered on
this campus. Every effort was made to contact other faculty who had an
interest in the media or media criticism.
Dr. Donald Lazare of the English
Dept. was contacted to ensure that there would not be duplication of content or
effort with the course that he teaches intermittently in his dept. Dr. Duffy
sent a copy of the course proposal to Dr. Lazare while he was on leave, asking
if it duplicated his course. He said it did not ~ She contacted Dr.
Harrington, in English to ensure that Media Criticism did not overlap with his
Rhetoric of Film course. Rarely, has a department gone to such lengths to
cooperate with other departments in the developing and proposing of a new
course.
In February of 1989 Susan Duffy met with members of the Liberal Arts School
Curriculum committee to explain the approach that would be taken in the
course. Again, Journalism alleged that this course represented a duplication
of course content, but again, they offered no substantiating evidence to
support that claim.
In March, 1989, Bernard K. Duffy, Chair of Speech
Communication, Susan Duffy, Gerald Sullivan, Chairman of Liberal Arts
Curriculum Committee, Nishan Havandjian, Chairman of Journalism, and Randall
Murray met at the request of Glen Irvin, Dean of Liberal Arts to discuss this
matter further. Dr. Zeuschner has subsequently met with Dr. Havandjian to
discuss this matter as well.
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Memorandum
John Culver
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From

Patrick McKim
Chair, GE&B Area D Subcommittee

Subject:

ECON 323 PROPOSAL for Area D.4.b.

-· Date

-· -
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93<407

..

-

...

6 February 1989

File No.:

Copies.:

Kersten, Crllikshanks,
Harris, Ullerich

Tim Kersten has proposed that ECON 323 (European Economic History) be included
in Area D.4.b. of the next GE&B package. Our subcommittee met today to consider
the proposal. The concensus was that ECON 323 is too narrow for inclusion in
thAt category. It was pointed out hy one of our members that the subject matter
is a subset of the broader (and therefore more acceptable) ECON 304. The vote
against the proposal was 4-0 (Snetsinger absent).
I also want to inform you that I was elected to chair the subcommittee, replacing
John Snetsinger. We Lmderstand that John \vill be on medical leave for the rest
of the academic year. Please appoint a replacement for him.
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---
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Charlie Andrews, Chair, Academic Senate
John Culver, Chair, General Education
and Breadth Committee

Data:

cop;aa:

W. E. Rice, Acting Chai
Economics Department
Subject:

~~

~

ECON 323 Proposal for area D.4.b

March 21 , 1989
P.
R.
J.
S.
VT.
D.
K.
K.

McKim
Cruikshanks
Harris
Ullerich
Kersten
Williamson
Walters
Ri ener

I note by correspondence that the GE&B Area "D" subcommittee and the GE&B
committee in its entirety has recommended rejection of ECON 323 for
inclusion in the D.4.b list. I would like to take this opportunity to
point out some of the factors which lead to the Economics Department
requesting the inclusion of this course on the D.4.b list.
Firstly, we strongly contend that the materials covered in this course are
broad in scope, thus meeting a breadth goal of general education and
breadth in providing students with a broad framework of analysis upon which
they can evaluate the specificity of their curricula and society in
general. European Economic History focuses upon economic institutions and
events primarily in the European setting which to a large degree provide
the necessary background to understanding how we arrived at our current
position with respect to the organization of production and distribu~ion of
goods and services. Over the last 300 years there has been a tremendous
revolution with respect to economic institutions and the inter-connection
of political and social structures. This course focuses upon the economic
factors which have changed, why they have changed, and their relationship
with the social and political setting. While ECON 304 (Comparative
Economic Systems) certainly touches upon some of these factors, European
Economic History's prime focus is upon the economic institution structures
as they existed, and exist, within Europe. However, the course is not
limited to the European setting. It does touch upon non-western economic
historical factors. We are all aware of the colonization by European
powers of Asia and Africa and the clash of cultures which this colonization
produced.
Without a critique of the arguments set forth in the memo from Dr. Kersten
to John Culver dated February 13, I would like to take this opportunity to
strongly endorse, as implied above, the comments which he has set forth.
These comments, needless to say, are the genesis of why our department
unanimously endorsed the submission of this proposal. I concur strongly

Chariie Andrews, Chair, Academic
March 21, 1989
Page Two

Sena~e

wi th Dr. Kers~en ' s statement that ECON 323 is not a "subset of the broader
(and therefore more acceptable ) ECON 304" (memo: McKim to Culver, Feb. 6,
1989 ) . If students enro ll , and some do, in both of these courses they find
that the courses are comp l emen~ary nQt substitution or subsets of one
another.
Very briefly, ECON 304 deals with a variety of institutional arrangements
designed to answer the fundamental qu«~stions of choice of what to produce,
how to produce , or for whom to product~; whereas, ECON 323 in contrast
provides a descr i ption and ana l ysis, as noted above, of the economic
factors which emerge to create the current European society and structure.
Both courses, it i s our content ion, clearly meet the scope and philosophy
of general education and breadth as it evolved in Section D.4.b.
herefore, the Economics Department respectfully requests that the Academic
Senate act favorably upon our recommendation to include European Economic
History on the GE&B 0.4.b li st.

California Polytecnnic State University
San Luis Obispo, CA 93407
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Date:

February 13, 1989

Copi•e:

P. McKim
R. Cruikshanks
J. Harris
s. Ullerich
w. Rice
D. Williamson

Subject:

I would like to take this opportunity to respond to P. McKim's memo to
you of February 6th regarding my proposal for inclusion of Econ 323 in
Area D.4.b. I appreciate the expeditious manner in which the Area D
sub-committee reviewed my proposal and communicated its position. I
think there may have been some confusion over the nature of ECON 323
and that may have led to the committee's vote. John Harris called me
before the Area D sub-committee meeting and I discussed with him at
some length the European Economic History course and its mixture of
features which correlated well with Executive Order 338's definition
for appropriate courses for Area D. John suggested that I might wish
to attend the Area D sub-committee meeting to reply to any questions
concerning my proposal. Accordingly I called John Snetsinger, then
Chair of the Area D sub-committee. (Professor Snetsinger, as you
know, went into the hospital and subsequently was unable to continue
in his role as Chair.) John Snetsinger told me that Randall
Cruikshanks would become the new Chair, so I called him to discuss
advisability of briefing the sub-committee. His feeling was that it
would not be necessary unless the sub-committee requested it. Now I
understand that Patrick McKim is the Chair of the Area D sub
committee. I did not have an opportunity to talk to him about this
proposa 1.
Dr. McKim's memo indicates that one member of the sub-committee
pointed out that the subject matter of ECON 323 is a "subset of the
broader (and therefore more acceptable) ECON 304." This is certainly
not the case and suggests lack of complete information on the part of
the committee in making its deliberations. ECON 323 is a European
Economic History class. ECON 304 does not deal with economic history.
ECON 304 deals primarily with a comparison of currently existing
economic systems and focuses narrowly on the structures, institutions,
and functions of various economic systems. ECON 304 looks at, for
example, eastern European socialist systems and their operation as
well as mixed capitalist systems in Western Europe, the United States,
etc. Econ 304 looks at the strengths and weaknesses of these and other
economic systems in the present day. ECON 323, by contrast, takes a .
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much broader view of the economic setting. It looks at the influences
of cultural, political, and geographical forces in the evolution of
the western European economy from medieval times. Comparative Economic
Systems normally would not examine economic systems before 1930.
In dealing with the historical forces behind European economic
development, ECON 323, of necessity, must examine European relations
with non-western cultures. For example, one cannot understand the
shift of the center of trade from Italy to northwestern Europe in the
1400-1600 period without understanding the relationship of the
northern Italian city states and the far east. Other European powers
were desperate to break that monopoly relationship, and this in turn
led to the voyages of discovery and the opening up of European trade
with the rest of the world. There are many ramifications of this
particular process on European economy and development of colonial
empires through the 19th century. ECON 323 explores the economic
relationships between European nations and their less developed
colonial possessions and reviews the interplay of trade policies
toward the colonial possessions and the non-western cultures found in
the colonies.
The course also examines the relationship between the breakdown of
medieval stoicism, the rise of scientific thought and the acceleration
of technological progress. This is linked by the price revolution of
the 16th century (caused by Spanish gold imports from Latin America)
to the profit increases, the enclosure movement, and the emergence of
merchant capitalism. These processes 'reinforced colonialism as
products, (e.g., coffee, tobacco, etc.) from non-western cultures
became important in global trade.
From merchant capitalism the course moves on to discuss the industrial
revolution: its timing in various parts of Europe; its affects on the
strength of various nations; its impact on population location; the
rise of the labor movement; its socialist critics; etc. We pay
special attention to the emergence of industrialization in its first
non-western setting: Japan after 1868.
ECON 323 concludes with an examination of 20th century European
economic history: the emergence of facism as a response to the
economic consequences of the Versailles Treaty and business cycles;
the Depression; the economics of World War II; the post-war European
recovery; loss of colonial empires; and the emergence of the EEC.
None of this material is covered in ECON 304. ECON 304 and 323
academically are excellent complements but are definitely not
substitutes.
I could go on at length concerning the many other features of ECON 323
which are broader than ECON 304 and which meet the general criteria
for Area D classes as outlined in EO 338. I would be happy to do so
in whatever way the GE&B committee deems necessary to review this
proposal. If the GE&B committee meets in the relatively near future,
I would like to have the committee review this proposal. I would be
happy to be present to provide any information which would. be of help.
Please think of this memo as an addendum to my original proposal memo.
Thanks for your consideration.

